objectives in the States. There was no question of
non-intervention; the Congress as representing the •will
of the Indian people, recognises no bars which limit
its freedom of activity in any matter pertaining to India
and her people. It is its right and privilege and its
duty to intervene in any such matter whenever the
interests of India demand it. Not to do so would be
to deny its own function and to betray the cause which
it seeks to represent.
But it is for the Congress and the people of India
to determine when and where they will intervene and
what policy they must pursue, so that their interven-
tion might be effective and fruitful of results. The
limitation, if any, "is of its own making, or is caused
by external circumstances which it is wise enough to
recognise. No outside authority can limit the func-
tion of the Congress, just as no power or authority
can set bounds to the aspirations or advancement of
the Indian people.
The Congress knew well that the backwardness
of the States hindered our national progress and that
there could be no freedom for India unless the States
ceased to be what they were. The Congress was eager
to bring about this essential and vital change, and yet
it knew that the change could only come about from
below, when the people of the States grew self-reliant
and organised and capable of shouldering the burden
of their struggle. It emphasized this. Not to have
done so would have been to mislead and encourage
vain delusion, and delay the building up in the States
themselves of organisations which would represent
the strength and will of the people.
The wisdom of the Congress stands amply justi-
fied today when we see the developments that have
taken place since Haripura. All the States are astir
and in many of them powerful mass movements are

